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RACK-LEVEL SCHEDULING FOR
REDUCING THE LONG TAIL LATENCY
USING HIGH PERFORMANCE SSDS

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATION(S)

This application claims the benefits of and prionity to U.S.
Provisional Patent Application Ser. No. 62/441,027 filed
Dec. 30, 2016, the disclosure of which 1s incorporated herein
by reference 1n 1ts entirety.

TECHNICAL FIELD

The present disclosure relates generally to a rack system
including solid-state drives (SSDs), more particularly, to a
system and method for providing a rack-level scheduler for
reducing long tail latencies of high-performance SSDs.

BACKGROUND

Non-volatile memory express (NVMe) defines a register-
level interface for host software to communicate with a
non-volatile memory subsystem (e.g., an SSD) over a
peripheral component interconnect express (PCle) bus.
NVMe over fabrics INVMeoF) (or NVMI 1n short) defines
a common architecture that supports an NVMe block storage
protocol over a wide range of storage networking fabrics
such as Ethernet, Fibre Channel, InfiniBand, and other
network fabrics. NVMeoF 1s compatible with different net-
work stacks for Transmission Control Protocol (TCP)/Inter-
net Protocol (IP) and remote direct memory access (RDMA)
over the underlying fabrics.

Many large-scale services (e.g., cloud-based services) that
target a variety of applications can be hosted by a number of
servers 1n a datacenter. Such services are often required to be
interactive, resulting in sensitivity to a response time. There-
fore, high-performance storage devices that can have low
data access latency while providing a high throughput
become prevalent 1n today’s datacenters.

In particular, NVMe-based SSDs and NVMeoF devices
are becoming storages of choice for a datacenter due to their
high bandwidth, low latency, and excellent random input/
output (I/O) performance. However, those high-performance
storage devices can introduce periodic latency spikes due to
background tasks such as garbage collection. On the other
hand, multiple services co-located on the same server can
increase latency unpredictability when applications running
the services compete for shared system resources such as
central processing units (CPUs), memory, and disk band-
width of the storage devices over the underlying fabric. The
latency spikes and unpredictability can lead to a long tail
latency that can significantly decrease the system perfor-
mance.

Workload scheduling 1s a critical 1ssue for a multi-tenant
application server that distributes resources to the tenant
applications. An application container controls an applica-
tion 1nstance that runs within a type of virtualization scheme.
This 1s referred to as container-based virtualization. In
container-based virtualization, the individual instances of
the application can share an operating system (OS) of the
system with simply different code containers for libraries
and other resources.

A typical large-scale system of a datacenter has a data-
center-level scheduler. The datacenter-level scheduler cen-
tralizes decision-making for workload migration by taking
into account the application’s QoS requirement and the
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underlying server-level resources including CPU cores and
memory resources. However, the server-level resources pro-

vide limited support for storage system resources. In gen-
cral, the datacenter-level scheduler attempts to minimize
data movement from one storage device to another storage
device. For example, when migrating a workload, the data-
center-level scheduler selects a target node among a plurality
of candidate nodes based on the proximity to the current
node where the data 1s stored and/or the bandwidth available
for the data movement from the current node to the target
node.

While the datacenter-level scheduler can provide global-
level resource visibility and complex scheduling algorithms,
it suflers from several shortcomings. First, the datacenter-
level scheduler fails to account for high-performance storage
drivers that have lower latency. The high-performance stor-
age drivers can support storage devices of high storage
capacity and ethiciently share server resources to manage
and orchestrate various internal tasks of the storage devices
such as garbage collection, wear leveling, bad block remap-
ping, write amplification, overprovisioning, etc. However,
the datacenter-level scheduler does not efliciently utilize the
high-performance storage driver to its maximum capability.
In addition, the datacenter-level scheduler introduces addi-
tional complexity when taking corrective actions in cases
where the scheduler incorrectly locates workloads across the
rack systems 1n the datacenter. Although the datacenter-level
scheduler can perform corrective actions at a datacenter
level, 1t cannot efliciently utilize the data locality and remote
execution capability that the latest storage device protocols
support.

SUMMARY

According to one embodiment, a method for migrating a
workload includes: receiving workloads generated from a
plurality of applications running 1 a plurality of server
nodes of a rack system; monitoring latency requirements for
the workloads and detecting a violation of the latency
requirement for a workload; collecting system utilization
information of the rack system; calculating rewards for
migrating the workload to other server nodes 1n the rack
system; determining a target server node among the plurality
of server nodes that maximizes the reward; and performing
migration of the workload to the target server node.

According to another embodiment, a rack system
includes: a plurality of server nodes; a plurality of storage
devices attached to the rack system; a fabric providing
connectivity among the plurality of server nodes and the
plurality of storage devices; and a rack-level scheduler
comprising a tail latency anomaly monitor (I LAM) and a
target discovery unit (ITDU). The TLAM 1s configured to
monitor latency requirements for the workloads and detect a
violation of the latency requirement for a workload. The
TDU 1s configured to: collect system utilization information
of the rack system; calculate rewards for migrating the
workload to other server nodes 1n the rack system; and
determine a target server node among the plurality of server
nodes that maximizes the reward.

The above and other preferred features, including various
novel details of implementation and combination of events,
will now be more particularly described with reference to
the accompanying figures and pointed out in the claims. It
will be understood that the particular systems and methods
described herein are shown by way of illustration only and
not as limitations. As will be understood by those skilled in
the art, the principles and features described herein may be
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employed 1n various and numerous embodiments without
departing from the scope of the present disclosure.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

The accompanying drawings, which are included as part
ol the present specification, illustrate the presently preferred
embodiment and together with the general description given
above and the detailed description of the preferred embodi-
ment given below serve to explain and teach the principles
described herein.

FIG. 1 shows random write-access latency distribution of
an example SSD running a datacenter-level scheduler;

FIG. 2 shows a normalized latency distribution of an
example SSD;

FIG. 3 shows throughput and latency characteristics of
co-executing containerized applications for various sched-
uling and resource management schemes;

FIG. 4 shown an example storage system including a
rack-level scheduler, according to one embodiment;

FIG. § shows a topology of an example token ring
employed by a target discovery umt, according to one
embodiment;

FIG. 6 shows an example of a rack system including a
rack-level scheduler, according to one embodiment; and

FI1G. 7 1s a flowchart for migrating a workload, according
to one embodiment.

The figures are not necessarily drawn to scale and ele-
ments of similar structures or functions are generally rep-
resented by like reference numerals for illustrative purposes
throughout the figures. The figures are only intended to
facilitate the description of the various embodiments
described herein. The figures do not describe every aspect of
the teachings disclosed herein and do not limait the scope of
the claims.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Each of the features and teachings disclosed herein can be
utilized separately or 1n conjunction with other features and
teachings to provide a rack-level scheduler for reducing long,
tail latencies of high-performance SSDs. Representative
examples utilizing many of these additional features and
teachings, both separately and in combination, are described
in further detail with reference to the attached figures. This
detailed description 1s merely mntended to teach a person of
skill 1n the art further details for practicing aspects of the
present teachings and 1s not intended to limait the scope of the
claims. Therefore, combinations of features disclosed above
in the detailed description may not be necessary to practice
the teachings 1n the broadest sense, and are instead taught
merely to describe particularly representative examples of
the present teachings.

In the description below, for purposes of explanation only,
specific nomenclature 1s set forth to provide a thorough
understanding of the present disclosure. However, 1t will be
apparent to one skilled 1n the art that these specific details
are not required to practice the teachings of the present
disclosure.

Some portions of the detailed descriptions herein are
presented 1n terms of algorithms and symbolic representa-
tions of operations on data bits within a computer memory.
These algorithmic descriptions and representations are used
by those skilled in the data processing arts to eflectively
convey the substance of their work to others skilled 1n the
art. An algorithm 1s here, and generally, conceived to be a
self-consistent sequence of steps leading to a desired result.
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The steps are those requiring physical manipulations of
physical quantities. Usually, though not necessarily, these
quantities take the form of electrical or magnetic signals
capable of being stored, transferred, combined, compared,
and otherwise manipulated. It has proven convenient at
times, principally for reasons of common usage, to refer to
these signals as bits, values, elements, symbols, characters,
terms, numbers, or the like.

It should be borne 1n mind, however, that all of these and
similar terms are to be associated with the appropriate
physical quantities and are merely convenient labels applied
to these quantities. Unless specifically stated otherwise as
apparent from the below discussion, 1t 1s appreciated that
throughout the description, discussions utilizing terms such
as “processing,” “‘computing,” “calculating,” “determining,”
“displaying,” or the like, refer to the action and processes of
a computer system, or similar electronic computing device,
that manipulates and transforms data represented as physical
(electronic) quantities within the computer system’s regis-
ters and memories into other data similarly represented as
physical quantities within the computer system memories or
registers or other such information storage, transmission or
display devices.

The algorithms presented herein are not inherently related
to any particular computer or other apparatus. Various
general-purpose systems, computer servers, or personal
computers may be used with programs in accordance with
the teachings herein, or 1t may prove convenient to construct
a more specialized apparatus to perform the required method
steps. The required structure for a variety of these systems
will appear from the description below. It will be appreciated
that a variety of programming languages may be used to
implement the teachings of the disclosure as described
herein.

Moreover, the various {features ol the representative
examples and the dependent claims may be combined 1n
ways that are not specifically and explicitly enumerated in
order to provide additional useful embodiments of the
present teachings. It 1s also expressly noted that all value
ranges or indications of groups of entities disclose every
possible intermediate value or intermediate entity for the
purpose of an original disclosure, as well as for the purpose
of restricting the claimed subject matter. It 1s also expressly
noted that the dimensions and the shapes of the components
shown 1n the figures are designed to help to understand how
the present teachings are practiced, but not intended to limit
the dimensions and the shapes shown 1n the examples.

The present system and method provides a rack-level
scheduler that can efliciently schedule workloads within a
rack system 1n a datacenter. The terms “rack system,”
“rack,” “chassis,” “server rack,” and “rack server” may be
interchangeably used herein without deviating from the
scope of the present disclosure. A chassis of a single rack
unit may include one or more servers.

The present rack-level scheduler can dynamically detect
and shift workloads with a long tail latency among multiple
servers 1n the rack system. In particular, the present rack-
level scheduler can maximize the performance of high-
performance storage drives such as NVMe-based solid-state
drives (SSDs) and distributed high-performance storage
drives such as NVMeoF devices. The present rack-level
scheduler 1s distinguished from a conventional global
resource management scheme in that 1t minimizes data
movement and overhead for message passing among the
nodes 1n different racks. The minimized data movement and
overhead can provide an eflicient solution to reduce the tail
latency of workloads.

iR 4
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Further, the present rack-level scheduler provides a scal-
able rack-level scheduling solution that can manage work-
loads 1n a distributed high-performance storage system. The
present rack-level scheduler can be implemented 1n a driver,
and deployed in existing server racks without extensive
modifications to attached storage devices, operating system
(OS), and other subsystems and components of a rack
system.

According to one embodiment, the present scheduler
provides rack-level workload scheduling that 1s supplemen-
tary to a datacenter-level scheduler. The present rack-level
scheduler can take corrective actions with co-operative
workload migration overriding the workload scheduling of
the datacenter-level scheduler. In the case of network-
attached storage devices, the present rack-level scheduler
can provide a driver-based storage management solution to
maximize the performance of the attached storage devices,
such as high-performance NVMeoF-compatible SSD
devices.

The present scheduler introduces a second level of sched-
uling intelligence at a rack level that 1s complementary to a
datacenter-level scheduling. In particular, the present rack-
level scheduler can be used to manage workloads for high-
performance distributed SSDs in an NVMeoF networking,
stack such that containerized applications can run to maxi-
mize the system utilization without application-level inter-
ference.

FIG. 1 shows random write-access latency distribution of
an example SSD running a datacenter-level scheduler. The
datacenter-level scheduler schedules workloads generated
by containerized applications. The latency distribution
shown 1n FIG. 1 exhibits inherent 1ssues of the datacenter-
level scheduler, 1n that the datacenter-level scheduler 1s not
very ellicient at reducing the long tail latency of workloads.
In the present example, 80% of the latency 1s within 100 us,
and 1% of the requests have a latency longer than 3.9 ms.

FIG. 2 shows a normalized latency distribution of an
example SSD. The normalized latency distribution shows
that long tail latency increases exponentially as more ser-
vices are concurrently running on the same server. That 1s,
the services compete for the common server resources
including the CPU, memory, storage and network resources,
resulting 1n increased latency.

FIG. 3 shows throughput and latency characteristics of
co-executing containerized applications for various sched-
uling and resource management schemes. In the present
example, a total of eight workloads 1including worst and best
p99 latencies for each of native, Mesos and Cgroups, and
NVMeoF scheduling resource management schemes are
shown. The comparison result shows that the existing sched-
uling and resource management schemes such as Mesos and
Cgroups schemes are not as eflective 1n reducing the tail
latency of workloads as the native and NVMeoF schemes
when multiple workloads are concurrently executed. An
interesting observation of the comparison result 1s that the
difference between the worst case p99 latency and the best
p99 latency 1s larger for the Mesos and Cgroups schemes
compared to the native and NVMeoF schemes. This indi-
cates that shifting the worst performing workloads from the
current node to another node with more resources can result
in decreasing a diflerence between the best and the worst-
case latencies.

Traditionally, workload shifting among different nodes
has been a diflicult task because 1t 1s required to migrate data
associated with the workload when shifting the workload,
and data migration was a diflicult, time consuming task.
However, an NVMeoF-based system allows multiple server
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nodes runmng i a rack to simultaneously connect to a
plurality of NVMeoF storage devices that are attached to the
same rack through a high-speed fabric such as Ethernet. For
example, Ethernet can provide a high-speed/bandwidth link
among the co-located server of 40 Gbps or more. Using the
high-speed/bandwidth link, workloads that fail to satisiy a
tail latency requirement (e.g., the worst 99% latency) can be
migrated from one server node to another server node faster
and easier compared to the existing datacenter-level sched-
ulers.

FIG. 4 shown an example storage system including a
rack-level scheduler, according to one embodiment. The
rack system 400 includes a plurality of containerized appli-
cations 401a-401» and a plurality of attached (locally or
remotely) storage devices 421a-421m. A storage driver 410
can manage and schedule workloads generated by the con-
tainerized applications 401a-401#» to access one or more of
the attached storage devices 421a-421m. The storage driver
410 may be conveniently referred to as a daemon, a kernel
module, or a device driver. The storage devices 421a-421m
may be plugged into a plurality of device ports of the rack
system 400.

The rack system 400 can include a plurality of server
nodes. Each of the server nodes can run one or more
containerized applications 401. For example, a server node
can run eight (or more) containerized applications. Some of
the server nodes may run one or more virtualized machines
that run a common host operating system, for example,
WINDOWS and LINUX. The containerized applications
401 can concurrently access data stored i one or more
attached storage devices 421.

Each of the storage devices 421a-421m includes a hard-
ware component (e.g., a system-on-chip (SoC) module)
and/or a firmware for controlling access to the data stored 1n
a storage medium of the storage device, such as flash
memory. According to one embodiment, the storage driver
410 can employ a feedback loop for commumnicating with the
firmware of the storage device 421. A plurality of multiple
server nodes that are co-located 1n the rack system 400 can
run the containerized applications 401a-4017.. During the
runtime, the containerized applications 401a-4017 can gen-
erate a workload to the storage driver 410. The storage driver
410 manages the control and operations of the associated
storage devices 421a-421m at a rack level.

The storage driver 410 may be running in a kernel space
or a user space of a host OS for a particular server node. The
storage driver 410 passes the workloads to the firmware of
a target storage device 421. The firmware of the target
storage device 421 performs the actual operation (e.g., read,
write, and modily) of the workloads on the target storage
device 421.

According to one embodiment, the firmware may be
implemented 1n a hardware component (e.g., a system-on-
chip (SoC) module) of the storage device 421 that manages
data compression and/or deduplication when accessing data
on the storage device 421. Upon completion of an instructed
operation, the SSD firmware can generate and returns a
response (€.g., success or failure) to the storage driver 410.
The storage driver 410 can send the response back to the
host OS to report the completion of the mstructed operation.
The response may include an indication of success or failure
of the workload migration from a server node to another
server node.

According to one embodiment, the storage driver 410 can
include a tail latency anomaly momitor (TLAM) 411, a target
discovery unit (TDU) 412, and a service migration unit

(SMU) 413. The TLAM 411 can be launched either as a
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background daemon or as a part of the storage driver 410
that 1s launched after a boot up of the corresponding server
node.

According to one embodiment, the TLAM 411 can con-
stantly monitor and tag each workload with a threshold
latency (e.g., a p99 latency) that violates a predetermined
latency requirement. A violation of the latency requirement
for the workload can be detected when a tail latency of the

workload 1s higher than a predetermined threshold latency.
If the TLAM 411 detects a workload that violates the
predetermined latency requirement, the TLAM 411 can
mark and send the ID number of the workload to the TDU
412.

The TDU 412 can sample system utilization information
locally to share with other server nodes running in the rack
system 400. The TDU 412 can make a local decision to
migrate the workload from one server node to another server
node based on the system utilization information.

According to one embodiment, the TDU 412 can
exchange the system utilization information with other
server nodes within the same rack utilizing a token ring
topology. FIG. 5 shows a topology of an example token ring
employed by a TDU, according to one embodiment. A rack
system 1ncludes server nodes N1 to N5. A token 501 can be
passed among the server nodes N1 to N3 1n a round robin
fashion. Only the server node that holds the passing token
501 can make a decision regarding workload migration. In
some embodiments, multiple tokens may be used for each of
the resident host operating systems. In other embodiments,
multiple tokens may be used for different groups of con-
tainerized applications that may access different storage
devices that are mutually exclusive. The token ring topology
shown 1n FIG. § illustrates that risks of flooding the same
candidate server node by multiple server nodes when shift-
ing workloads without the knowledge of simultaneous
actions by other server nodes 1s reduced.

According to one embodiment, the TDU 412 can perform
calculation of rewards for migrating a workload from one
node to another node using a reward function. Different
reward functions can be used to determine the best candidate
server node that can maximize the benefit of migrating a
specific workload. In order to determine the etliciency, for
example, a reward for workload migration, the TDU 412
should know the system utilization information of the
actively running server nodes.

According to one embodiment, the reward function 1s a
linear weighted function of one or more system utilization
parameters. The one or more system utilization parameters
are given the respective weights to calculates the reward
function. The system utilization parameter having a heavier
weight implies that the system utilization parameter pro-
vides more rewards compared to other system utilization
parameters. To calculate a reward value that can be applied
to various system utilization parameters, the system utiliza-
tion parameters may be normalized. For example, the system
utilization parameters represented by a ratio of the resources
(a unit less number) available at a candidate server node with
respect to the available resources at the current server node.
Examples of such system utilization parameters include, but
are not limited to, a number of available CPUs, a size of
available memory, an available network bandwidth, and an
available disk bandwidth. The system utilization parameters
may dynamically change depending on the current avail-
ability and usage of the corresponding system resources.

For example, the reward function can be expressed by the
tollowing equation:
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Reward(j,i)=A4i *Rcpuj+bi *Rmem;j+Ci *Rnetj+
Di*Rdiskj,

where: node 1 1s a node that makes a decision to migrate a
workload, and node j 1s a candidate node for migrating the
workload. A1, Bi, Ci1, and D1 are weights of the server node
1 that are adjusted based on the workload’s requirement for
the CPU, memory, network bandwidth, and disk bandwidth,
respectively.

For example, Rcpuy, Rmem;j, Rnety, and Rdisky are ratios
ol an increased resource delta in the candidate server node
1 comparing with the available resources of the server node
1 to the amount of that resource that 1s required by the
workload. For example, the disk bandwidth Rdisk may be
equivalent to an NVMeoF network bandwidth when the
nodes are accessing storage remotely within the same rack

system. If the calculated reward for migrating the workload
to a candidate node 1s less than a threshold, the TDU 412 can
determine not to migrate the workload. If the reward 1is
higher than the threshold, the TDU 412 can identify the
candidate node that can maximize the reward among all the
candidate server nodes 1n the rack system. The threshold for
the reward function can be determined based on the selec-
tion of the weights A, B, C, and D. In addition, the threshold
can be dynamically adjusted during a runtime to retlect the
changes of the system resource utilization. While the present
reward function 1s focused on reducing tail latency, the TDU
412 can employ other reward functions that can additionally
account for a cost (e.g., power and cooling costs) for
migrating workloads to make a consolidated decision not
only for the current performance but also a total cost of the
workload migration.

After the TDU 412 makes the determination to migrate a
workload, the TDU 412 can instruct the SMU 413 to
perform an actual migration of the workload. For an
NVMeoF-based system, multiple server nodes on the same
rack are connected to a shared storage network, and the data
associated with the workload migration may be stored 1n the
shared storage network. In this case, the workload migration
among the server nodes in the shared storage network
become much easier because the data 1s readily available to
any server node through the shared storage network.

According to one embodiment, the SMU 412 can flush
process states residing 1n the system cache and memory to
a target storage device 421. If the NVMeoF bandwidth to the
target storage device i1s unavailable, the SMU 412 can
temporality tlush the process states to a local disk or an
alternative storage device 1n the rack. The SMU 412 can
continue to try to flush the process states to the target storage
device 421 after a delay (e.g., 2 mins) until a predetermined
number of retries 1s failed.

Referring to FIG. 4, the TLAM 411 of the present
rack-level scheduler can run either as a background daemon
or as a part of the kernel storage driver 410. The TLAM 411
can idenfily latency anomalies of workloads generated by
the containerized applications 401 that are concurrently
running in the rack system 400. The TLAM 411 can keep
track of processes that have higher QoS requirements and
processes that are critical and need to stay local. According
to one embodiment, the TLAM 411 and the TDU 412 can be
implemented 1n a similar mechanism. In order to accelerate
decision making, both the TLAM 411 and the TDU 412 can
be implemented 1n the same hardware or the same kernel
storage driver 410. For example, the TLAM 411 and the
TDU 412 can be implemented in a standalone hardware
accelerator on a system interface such as PCle or as a part
of the SSD hardware or a network processing unit accelera-
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tor. According to one embodiment, the SMU 413 can be
implemented 1n a software module either 1n a standalone
manner or as a part of the distributed storage devices to start
a workload migration after a target server node 1s identified.

According to one embodiment, the TLAM 411, the TDU
412, and the SMU 413 can be implemented in a speciiic
storage driver 410 that 1s running within the rack system
400. More than one storage drivers 410 can be running
concurrently. According to another embodiment, the TLAM
411, the TDU 412, and the SMU 413 can be implemented as
being distributed on a node basis within the rack system 400.
In this case, a subset of the server nodes may include the
TLAM and the TDU. According to vet another embodiment,
the TLAM 411, the TDU 412, and the SMU 413 can be
implemented only on one master server node within the rack
system 400 or 1n a top-of-rack (TOR) switch hardware. In
this case, the distributed modules running on each constitu-
ent server node can have an application programming inter-
tace (API) call that provides the node-level information to
the master server node periodically.

FIG. 6 shows an example of a rack system including a
rack-level scheduler, according to one embodiment. A data-
center can have many rack systems, and the datacenter rack
600 can be one of the rack systems in the datacenter. The
datacenter rack 600 can include a plurality of server nodes
601a to 601~ and implement a rack-level scheduler.

In a datacenter, a plurality of rack-level schedulers can run
concurrently. According to another embodiment, each rack-
level scheduler can be implemented per each server node
601 as being distributed within the datacenter rack 600.
According to another embodiment, at least one rack-level
scheduler can be implemented 1 a master server node
within the datacenter rack 600 or in a top-oi-the-rack (TOR)
switch hardware.

The rack-level scheduler can include a TLAM, a TDU,
and an SMU. The TLAM constantly can monitor and tag
workloads that violate a predetermined latency requirement.
If the TLAM detects a violation for a specific workload
running 1n the server node 6014, the TLAM marks and sends
the ID number of the workload to the TDU. The TDU
samples and shares its own server-level system utilization
information with other server nodes 1n the datacenter rack
600. Likewise, the TDU can collect the system utilization
information of the other rack-level server nodes 6015
through 6017 and calculate rewards for migrating the work-
load to them. Based on the maximum reward, the TDU can
determine that the server node 601m can maximize the
reward among the server nodes 6015 to 6017. Once the TDU
identifies the target node 601, the TDU nstructs the SMU
to perform an actual migration process of the workload.

According to one embodiment, each of the TLAM, the
TDU, and the SMU of the rack-level scheduler can be given
a proper process priority to efliciently identify and perform
workload migration that satisfies the QoS requirement of the
datacenter rack 600. The TLAM can periodically poll the
system utilization and monitor latency requirements for the
incoming workloads. A polling rate of the TLAM may
depend on both the availability of the host CPU resources
and the criticality of the QoS requirement for different
applications and workloads. A properly set process priority
of the TLAM, the TDU, and SMU can minimize an over-
head that can be mcurred by the rack-level scheduler.

According to one embodiment, a migration process by the
SMU can be user-controlled. For example, a user can set and
control a speed, a size, a sequence, and timing, and an
allocation of storage zones for the data and process migra-
tion at a fine granularity to efliciently serve the workload
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migration within the rack system while improving the per-
formance thereof. When performing the workload migra-
tion, the SMU can account for other relevant system param-
eters including bufler sizes and their latency and bandwidth
at various levels 1n the storage and networking stacks of the
rack-level scheduler.

According to one embodiment, the process and data
migration protocol 1s compatible with various data transier
tabrics. Examples of such data transfer fabrics include, but
are not limited to, Ethernet and RDMA. The data fabric
within the datacenter rack 600 allows the server nodes 601
to work with a variety of existing server hardware architec-
tures.

According to one embodiment, the present rack-level
scheduler can provide a mechanism for target server node
acknowledgement by a feedback loop. For example, the
target server node can acknowledge the workload migration
as either successtul or failed. A failed migration can be
repeated through the TDU and the SMU until 1t becomes
successiul. The maximum number of retries can be limited
to a user-configurable number. The rack-level scheduler can
report the success or failure of the workload migration back
to the host operating system after a success or after the
user-configurable number of retries.

FIG. 7 1s a flowchart for migrating a workload, according,
to one embodiment. A rack-level scheduler 1s implemented
in a rack system. A TLAM of the rack-level scheduler
monitors a latency requirement for incoming workloads that
are generated from applications running in a plurality of
server nodes (701). The TLAN detects a violation of the
latency requirement for a workload (702). A TDU of the
rack-level scheduler collects system utilization information
(703) and calculate rewards for migrating the workload to
other server nodes in the rack system (704). The server
nodes runming 1n the rack system can concurrently access the
attached storage devices, therefore data associated with the
workload to migrate need not be migrated among the server
nodes for migration. Once the TDU determines a target
server node that maximizes the reward (705), the TDU
invokes an SMU to perform the migration of the workload
to the target server node (706). The rack-level scheduler
provides a feedback to the host OS by reporting a status to
the host OS (707). The process repeats for performing
workload migration within the rack system. The threshold
for determining a workload migration may dynamically
change depending on the QoS requirements of the applica-
tions and/or workloads, and the system utilization of the rack
system. For example, a workload marked with a high QoS
requirement can be processed with a temporarily increased
latency threshold to ensure that the workload 1s processed
with a strict latency requirement. The higher the latency
threshold, the less likely that the workload 1s migrated to
another node.

The present rack-level scheduler can be implemented 1n a
soltware/firmware module or 1n a hardware (e.g., a SoC
module). Workload monitoring and migration among nodes
can be performed either as being distributed across the nodes
in a rack system or integrated 1n a master server node. The
present rack-level scheduler can perform a second level
correcting scheduling decisions to account for the high-
performance storage resources and can perform autonomous
10b (or) application container migration within a rack. The
present rack-level scheduler can perform a tail latency
anomaly detection to i1dentily problematic workloads on a
per-node-basis that fail to meet the QoS requirement. Fur-
ther, the present rack-level scheduler can intelligently detect
potential candidate nodes that advertise their abilities and
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using a decision algorithm to 1dentity a reward for workload
migration. The autonomous workload migration can keep
the system state synchronous and consistent during and after
the workload migration by utilizing the benefits of the
NVMeoF technology to achieve a local node-like storage
latency even for remotely executing workload migration.

According to one embodiment, a method for migrating a
workload includes: receiving workloads generated from a
plurality of applications running 1 a plurality of server
nodes of a rack system; monitoring latency requirements for
the workloads and detecting a violation of the latency
requirement for a workload; collecting system utilization
information of the rack system; calculating rewards for
migrating the workload to other server nodes 1n the rack
system; determining a target server node among the plurality
of server nodes that maximizes the reward; and performing
migration of the workload to the target server node.

The method may further include providing a feedback to
a host operating system 1ncluding a status of the migration.

The rack system may include a plurality of storage
devices.

The rack system may be compatible with a nonvolatile
memory express over fabrics (NVMeoF) standard, and the
plurality of storage devices may be NVMeoF devices.

The violation of the latency requirement for the workload
may be detected when a tail latency of the workload 1s
higher than a latency threshold.

The latency threshold may dynamically change depend-
ing on a quality of service (QoS) requirement of the plurality
of applications and/or the workloads, and system utilization
of the rack system.

The rewards may be calculated by a reward function, and
the reward function may be a linear weighted function of a
plurality system utilization parameters.

The system utilization parameters may include one or
more of a number of available CPUs, a size of available
memory, an available network bandwidth, and an available
disk bandwidth.

The method may further include passing a token among,
the plurality of server nodes in a round robin fashion,
wherein only a server node among the plurality of server
nodes that holds the token may determine to migrate the
workload.

According to another embodiment, a rack system
includes: a plurality of server nodes; a plurality of storage
devices attached to the rack system; a fabric providing
connectivity among the plurality of server nodes and the
plurality of storage devices; and a rack-level scheduler
comprising a tail latency anomaly monitor (I LAM) and a
target discovery unit (ITDU). The TLAM 1s configured to
monitor latency requirements for the workloads and detect a
violation of the latency requirement for a workload. The
TDU 1s configured to: collect system utilization information
of the rack system; calculate rewards for migrating the
workload to other server nodes in the rack system; and
determine a target server node among the plurality of server
nodes that maximizes the reward.

The rack-level scheduler may further include a service
migration unit (SMU) that 1s configured to perform migra-
tion of the workload to the target server node.

The SMU may be further configured to provide a feed-
back to a host operating system of the rack system including
a status of the migration.

The rack system may be compatible with an NVMeoF
standard, and the plurality of storage devices may be
NVMeoF devices that are connected to each other by
Ethernet.

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

12

The TLAM may detect the violation of the latency
requirement for the workload when a tail latency of the
workload 1s higher than a latency threshold.

The latency threshold may dynamically change depend-
ing on a quality of service (QoS) requirement of the plurality
of applications and/or the workloads, and system utilization
of the rack system.

The TDU may calculate the rewards using a reward
function, and the reward function may be a linear weighted
function of a plurality system utilization parameters.

The system utilization parameters may include one or
more of a number of available CPUSs, a size of available
memory, an available network bandwidth, and an available
disk bandwidth.

The plurality of server nodes may pass a token in a round
robin fashion, wherein only a server node among the plu-
rality of server nodes that holds the token may determine to
migrate the workload.

A subset of the plurality of server nodes may include the
TLAM and the TDU.

A master server node among the plurality of server nodes
may include the TLAM and the TDU.

The rack-level scheduler may be implemented 1n a sys-
tem-on-chip (SoC) module.

The rack-level scheduler may be implemented in a firm-
ware ol a top-of-rack (TOR) switch hardware.

The above example embodiments have been described
hereinabove to illustrate various embodiments of i1mple-
menting a system and method for providing a rack-level
scheduler for reducing long tail latencies of high-perfor-
mance SSDs. Various modifications and departures from the
disclosed example embodiments will occur to those having
ordinary skill in the art. The subject matter that 1s intended
to be within the scope of the mvention is set forth in the
tollowing claims.

What 1s claimed 1s:
1. A method for migrating a workload comprising:
recerving workloads generated from a plurality of appli-
cations running in a plurality of server nodes of a rack;

monitoring latency requirements for the workloads and
detecting a violation of the latency requirement for a
workload from the workloads;

collecting system utilization information of the rack;

calculating rewards for migrating the workload to other

server nodes 1n the rack based on the system utilization
information;

determining a target server node among the plurality of

server nodes that maximizes the reward; and
performing migration of the workload to the target server
node,

wherein the latency threshold dynamically changes

depending on a quality of service (QoS) requirement of
the plurality of applications and/or the workloads, and
system utilization of the rack, and

wherein the rewards are calculated by a reward function,

and the reward function 1s a linear weighted function of
a plurality system utilization parameters.

2. The method of claim 1, further comprising providing a
teedback to a host operating system 1ncluding a status of the
migration.

3. The method of claim 1, wherein the rack comprises a
plurality of storage devices.

4. The method of claim 1, wherein the rack 1s compatible
with a nonvolatile memory express over fabrics (NVMeoF)
standard, and the plurality of storage devices are NVMeoF
devices.
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5. The method of claim 1, wherein the violation of the
latency requirement for the workload 1s detected when a tail
latency of the workload 1s higher than a latency threshold.

6. The method of claim 1, wherein the system utilization
parameters mnclude one or more of a number of available
CPU cores, a size of available memory, an available network
bandwidth, and an available disk bandwidth.

7. The method of claim 1, further comprising passing a
token among the plurality of server nodes 1n a round robin
fashion, wherein only a server node among the plurality of
server nodes that holds the token determines to migrate the
workload.

8. A rack comprising:

a plurality of server nodes;

a plurality of storage devices attached to the rack;

a fabric providing connectivity among the plurality of

server nodes and the plurality of storage devices; and
a scheduler comprising a tail latency anomaly monitor
(TLAM) and a target discovery unit (TDU),

wherein the TLAM 1s configured to monitor latency
requirements for the workloads and detect a violation
of the latency requirement for a workload from the
workloads, and

wherein the TDU 1s configured to:

collect system utilization information of the rack;

calculate rewards for migrating the workload to other

server nodes 1n the rack based on the system utilization
information;

determine a target server node among the plurality of

server nodes that maximizes the reward; and
migrating the workload to the target server node,
wherein the latency threshold dynamically changes
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9. The rack of claim 8, wherein the scheduler further
comprises a service migration unit (SMU) that 1s configured
to perform migration of the workload to the target server
node.

10. The rack of claim 9, wherein the SMU 1is further
configured to provide a feedback to a host operating system
of the rack including a status of the migration.

11. The rack of claim 8, wherein the rack 1s compatible
with an NVMeoF standard, and the plurality of storage
devices are NVMeoF devices that are connected via Ether-
net.

12. The rack of claim 8, wherein the TLAM detects the
violation of the latency requirement for the workload when
a tail latency of the workload 1s higher than a latency

threshold.

13. The rack of claim 8, wherein the TDU calculates the
rewards using a reward function, and the reward function 1s
a linear weighted function of a plurality system utilization
parameters.

14. The rack of claim 13, wherein the system utilization
parameters include one or more of a number of available
CPU cores, a size of available memory, an available network
bandwidth, and an available disk bandwidth.

15. The rack of claim 8, wherein the plurality of server
nodes pass a token 1n a round robin fashion, wherein only a
server node among the plurality of server nodes that holds
the token determines to migrate the workload.

16. The rack of claim 8, wherein a subset of the plurality
of server nodes includes the TLAM and the TDU.

17. The rack of claim 8, wherein a master server node
among the plurality of server nodes includes the TLAM and
the TDU.

18. The rack of claim 8, wherein the scheduler 1s 1mple-
mented 1n a system-on-chip (SoC) module.

19. The rack of claim 8, wherein the scheduler 1s 1mple-
mented 1n a firmware of a top-of-rack (TOR) switch hard-

wdare.
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